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Contention that contractor is attempting to sub-
mtitute materials not in conformance with specifi-
cationc will not be considered since it concerns
matter of contract administration which is re-
IFonsibility and function of contracting agency and
not for rescluticn under Bid Protest Procedures.

United Coatings (United) has protested what it
alleges is Peckham and Associates' (Peckham) attempt to
have its roof repair contract with the Navy (N62474-77-
C-6231) modified to reflect a less stringent specifica-
tion requirement.

Specifically, the protester states that the specifi-
catior. listed three acceptable roof coating materials,
one of which is manufactured by it to be used to repair
roofs of family housing at the Naval Air Station, Lemoore
California. It is United's understanding that Peckham
is trying to obtain approval from the Navy to use the
roofing material of a fourth supplier which material,
in the United's opinion, is inferior to that which was
originally specified.

This matter pertains to contract administration which
is the function and responsibility of the, contracting
agency. Matters of contrr'::t administration are not for
resolution under our Bid Protest Procedures, 4 C.F.R.
Part 20 (1977), which are reserved for considering
whether an award, or proposed award, of a contract com-
plies with the statutory, regulatory and other legal re-
quirements. See Jay Aanufacturinq Company, B-191168,
March 7, 1978, 78-1 CPD 180.

For the foregoing reasons, we will not consider
United Coating's protest on the merits.
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